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HOW WELL INFORMED ere American farmers about 

the wheat situation? Do they know that the Gov- 
ernment is committed to supporting the price of 
wheat at 90 percent of parity for two years 
after the war? Do they expect a wheat surplus? 
If so, do they think the Government should do 
something about it? 


To answer these questions, the Division of Pro- 
gram Surveys has recently conducted a survey of 
the major wheateproducing regions of the country, 
interviewing 671 farmers, a representative sampls 
of wheat growers in the hard-winter-wheat states, 
the spring-wheat states, and the Corn Belt. A 
preliminary report of the findings in the first 
two areas was issued on July 61, 1945. A more 
comprehensive report, covering all three areas, 
will be issued shortly. 


To acquaint the reader somewhat with the method 
of interviewing used in the survey, and with the 
way in which farmers respond to the method, six 
interviews ares here presented.as they were re- 
corded by interviewers. They are not intended 
to represent the average or most frequent kinds 
of interviews or respondents. They are meant 
simply to show the kind of material from which 
the percentage figures in the reports are cal- 
culated. 
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1. A SHALL WHEAT FARMER IN KANSAS 


"Let me tell you, supply~and-demand has kept _ 
the country in debt!...We had a demonstration 
of it in the fore part of the thirties...It was 
times we never saw e dollar for six months!" 


THIS INTERVIEW was with a farmer in Thomas County, Kansas, owner and 
operator of 160 acrés. He gave his total cash farm income for 1944 
as $2,000, of which $1,300 was from wheat. This min's formal educa- 
tion consists of a few years of grammar school. 


wo oe ee or ae 


How does the wheat situation for after tho war look to you? In gen- 
eral, do you think it will be good or bad? 


We'll take 75 cents for it unless the Governmont sets the orice 
and holds it. Depends on how soon the other countries will get to 
producing. Due to have some bad years, and ain't going to make 
money on wheat. One thing, we're going to have to buy machinery 
cheaper and produce cheaper. | 
Do you think the Government should do anything to support wheat prices 
after the war? 


Bet your life. It won't be wrth as many dollars in ten years as 
it is-today. I'm for the Government setting the price and con- 
trolling the acres. There has got to be both. Couldn't guarantee 
a certain price and have everyone cultivate ali the land into wheat. 
Got to control acres or be all stocked up. I want something for 
what I got to sell, and if the Governmot don't stay back of it 
speculators and mills now would be buying it under a dollar. 


Do you think the Government should continue to support wheat prices 
indefinitely after the war, or should it graduelly reduce support 
prices end eventually let supply and demand set the price of wheat? 


I say indefinitely. 


ale 


Why do you think so? 


A farmer don't mind working to produce a good crop, but he does hate 
to heve buyers knock it down. Don't want to see it set way too high. 
I think in peacetime that $1.6] is too high for wheat. If we can 
get 80 cents to a doliar for it, say $1.22 for top wheat at Kansas 
City, @ man can raise it for that, except with machinery prices 
unreasonable. The Government sllows machinery companies to charge 

a certain price for a certain amount and that’s all right and there 
should be a law we get 100 cents on a dollar. 


Do you think that such a gradual reduction on support: prices for wheat 

would be good or bad for the country as a whole? 
Bad! Supply and demand--let me tell you, supply and demand has kept 
the country in debt! I don't mean the Government, but all the 
people in the country. Every time we come up to a big crop the 
supply was bigger than the demand, and. we makes hothing on it. That 
Wheat lg worth the same, year round and year to year. Only one 
class of people makes any money out of supply and demand and that's 
the processors. If I knew I was going to get a doliar for wheat, 
I?d put a carpenter to work, and maybe a cement mixer. I want to 
fix up my place like a home, and so dogs others. It would create 
three times the labor then. But when the price is uncertain, every- 
thing comes to a standstill, because the farmer wouldn't know where 
he was at. They og on the farmer for everything--the whole damn 
thing. If he isn’t stabilized, the whole structure goes to pieces. 
We had a demonstration of that in the fore part of the thirties. . 
We'll ape them times again if we don't try to stabilize things, be= 
cause we're poing to ses droughts and all that. 


If we're going to get it stabilized, it’s going to take money, but 
who is in a better position to pay than the man producing what he 
knows he gets a dollar for? He's willing to spend his money end keep 
things going, and the Government wouldn't have to pay out much of 
anything. dust have to stebilize the price, end people would improve 
their farms and buy more ssi tspeaa $5 and keep things going. 


I could tell you how it was when we lived down on the highway in the 
thirties. Whole families cemin' through there walking on shoes that 
was worn through. Mothers with babies in their arms walking cut to 
Boulder Dam. Why? Besause their men was out thore to get jobs. And 
there was five men out there to every jeb. We had a couple of cows 

I managed to keep back. It was sell ons to pay this and sell another 
to pay that, and just a couple held on to in spite of everything, and 
we'd have that milk, and eggs from a few chickens, and get hoid of 
some flour somehow. I worked a little bit. in the cream station, but 
it waa times we never saw a dollar for six months! And I used to go 
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down to the dump and find old rags of overalls, you know where they 
don’t wear out so much back of the knees, my wife would take pieces 
from there and put them together for overalls for the boys. 


That's where supply and demand gets. I don't believe in it at all. 
All right for a man that's a multi-millionaire, but we're talking 
of the common run of people. Rank and file ara not in e position 
to hold out for prices. Lots think we should get back to that rut, 
but I want to progress. Can't improve my place and make it a home 
unless I’m sure I can pay for it. The minute the jam comes, the 
jabor man is hit first and don't buy no more, and he's the best 
buyer we got today. He goes in and pays a dollar and eats a good 
hearty dinner--spends his monsy confident. You watch a rich man-~ 
he just goes in and buys maybe a plass of milk and a toasty cheese 
sandwich. 


Suppose that, after they took the price support away, wheat went down 

to 90 cents and the prices of things farmers buy and farm wages stayed 
about the same as they are now. What do you think would happen to the 

amount of wheat produced in the United States? 


Don't know. It amounts to history for this country to keep pro=- 
ducing crops. Someone would be putting it in; I'm not saying it 
would be the same men. 

Why do you think so? 


That's not so low someone couldn't go ahead with it. 


What would you do if the price of wheat went to 90 cents and the prices 
of things you buy and farm wages stayed about where they are now? 


My land I'd keep the same. 


How could you reduce the cost of producing wheat on your farm so that 
you could raise it for 90 cents a bushel? 


This farmer and that farmer could buy machinery together and work 
together and reduce the cost of machinery and labor you have to hire. 


Is there anything the Government should do to help you reduse your cost 
of production? 


Yes, there is, and I'l] tell you what. Meke that tractor that sells 


for $1,700 sell for $900, like it does in Russia. They get it over 
there, and all for. $900, and probably make something on it at that. 
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They could really cut the thing down. Got to pull breader imple- 
ments to make fewer trips around the field and save gas and time. 


We've been talking about what may happen after the war. Now we are 
interested in finding out how farmers think the wheat situation looks 
for the first two yecers immediately following the war. As far as you 
know, is the Govermnent going to do anything to try to support wheat 
prices in the first two years after the war? 


Iounderstand they're going to stabilize prices for two years after 
the war. I don't know whet that's going to be, but we can't do it 
end not control acres. Lot of opposition to. government control, 
but 1 think we'll see more than ever. If we don’t, be just a few 
farms and the rest hogged cut. Big places will just furnish jobs 
three to four months a year, and people have charity the rest of 
the year. But I think the Government will get tired of this dole, 
and the day of big money is over. In paying for this thing, they're 
going to have to tax, and the man that has to pay them is the man 
with income, but it’s ell right if they have incomes. 


there are they going to support it? 


I understand 90 persent of parity. That parity business I don't 
understand, I think that 1912 to 1918--we sold wheat anywhere 
from 65 cents to $1.75 in that time-«do. they take ea medium in 
there? We know where wheat would have went with demand if the 
Government hadn't set it te keep down inflation. That's all 
right. I've got a brother in the south part of the county with 
$42,000 in government bonds, even at that, from his wheat. I 
didn't want to see inflation come because we have te drop back so 
far. Going to have to drop beck some, but we don't want to-see it 
drop below a dollar. Power machinery is hers to stay, and we can 
raise wheat for a buck. 


Does that mean that wheat prices will stay where they are. now? 


Won't stay there. May hold up there the same for two years after 
the war while other countries need it over there. 


Will they stay there even if the prices of the things you buy go 
down? 


Other prices won't go down if commodities is all set the same. Ne 
farmers Wiil give just a dollar for help a day when he knows wheat 

will bring a doller. Let's don't go way back and think about days 
way past. let's stay with times like we got them now. Hold it at 
that prepesition, or let it all go back a little, not below dollar 
wheat. Set the price. 


The law is that wheat prices must be held to at least 90 percent of 
parity for two years after the end of the war. This doesn't mean any 
set price guarantee but the Government will try not to let wheat prices 
go down any more than other prices. Acreage restrictions are not men- 
tioned in this law. What do you think of this law? Do you think it 

is going to be good or bad for farmers? 


I'm afraid that's not going to do us a great lot of good. 
Why do you think so? 


Going to make every GI Joe eager and anxious to go in debt to fern, 
which everyone has to do to start out. The Veterans Administration 
guarantees them up to $2,000 debt. But I'm afraid by the time GI 
Joe gets his loen through and spends his savings he's making now, 
and they take what he buys with his savings as security on the 
$2,000 GI loan--then the props will go out from under everything 
and it's going to be pretty bad. That guaranteed price will cause 
@ lot to go in debt, and when the crash comes at tho end of two 
years if they don't extend it on indefinitely, be too many will 
just have their all taken away from them and the big men will have 
it all. 


Whet do you think would have happened to wheat prices in the first two ; 
years after the war if they hadn't passed this law? 


If they didn't have it, at harvest time when people take their 

wheat to town, they'd get the price so damn cheap be unbearable. 

The fellow financially fixed would hang on and break in on all the 
other fellows. Be just like a poker game. GI Joe would have debts 
and have to sell at harvest time and be sold out. That's the supply 
and demand game. If a hog's worth $9.20 then it's worth it whenever 
he's ready for market. Any time you sell a finished product should 
be worth as much any other time you sell it. If it is the farmer 
will be in a position to keep his produce sifting into the market 
along with consumer demand. But when the farmer gets nothing for 
what he's got, the roads are filled with people looking for jobs. 


Whet effect do you think this law will have on the amount of wheat that 
will be produced in the United States for the two years after the war? 


I think we've kind of got pecple educated a little. Got ‘om to come 
to this summer tilling. Three times better wheat. Won't go to any 
excess limit in acreage. . But they may too. This support price may 
lead them to do it, if other prices (farm prices) don't stay in 
line. But if other prices are in line too, production will be 
balanced the way it is now. 


We'll see more government. control then.i‘ve ewer seen. And I'm @ 
firm believer in that under the right. head. Hold the reins on big 
business. Damn hogs should be controlied. (Interviewer's note: I 
asked did he mean heg production should be controlled, or was he 
referring to big business? The respondent said Both!) 


How about here on your ferm--do you think you will preduce as much, more, 
or less wheat in the first two years after the war as you are nowt 


My land will keep the same, 80 out of my 160. 
thy are you planning that way? 


like corn country, this is wheat country--cur principal crop. We 
can produce wheat. (Why not produce more then?) Don't think it 
would ba a paying policy, because as I said if the other countries 
get to producing, we have to get in line to produce what we consume. 
No use for us to overgrow this wheat. The small farmer has to plan 
from year to yesr and hoid himself where he can take care of it. 

f the bey comes home, might-spread out some. I've got some rented _ 
jend promiged for then if he does, and then I'd have to put in what~ 
ever the landlord says. Myself, i'd just go along as [ am. 


Now that you know about. this lew do you think it will effect Y bches pro= . 
duction plans for wheat? 


Ain't golng to get mo hoe and bethered to farm e great acreage of 
wheet. Those with nothing but wheat may put high and raises all they 
can. Ain’t going to bother me. long as it's my own land, I'm going 
to do just like I have in the past and widl do in the future. Carry 

. 80 many cattle and make the farm pay. Make all these things pay and 
hold them where 1'm able to handle them all. A wheat king with ali 
wheat will probably put out all he can, you know. 


We've been talking about the production side of the picture for wheat 
in the first two years after the war, the period in which the price 
support law is in effect. Now de you think the demand for wheat in 
Ghia period--the first two years after the wer--will be about the same, 
larger, or smaller, than it is now? 


Those countries have to be fed.- ears going to hold German prisoners 
in other countries and they won't be able te go home and produce and : 
the people of Germany will be aries and won't want te branch out and 

our produss will be furnished for them to eat. I don"t -know how de- 

mand wlll be for us, whether Latin American sountries will be able 

to furnish e lot of ghee or not. Demand ought to be strong, the 


first year, but the next year it will be less. Other countries will 
get started, | 


What do you think the demand in this country will be like? 


Depends what we do with GI Joe, and he's got to have a job and got 
to eat and if he has a job it will be a food paying proposition, 

Our demand will be just as good. [I think they're going to see he . 
has a job. But when he's out of a job, feod rots all around. Noth- 
ing rings the cash rezister except money. 


Looking at the whole picture for wheat, the production and demand sides<-- 
do you think there will be a surplus produced in the period that this 
lew is in effect--that is, the first two years after the war? 


Only thing is, if a man goes straight to wheat if wheat's all he's 
got and slams into it for two vears and then gets out and quits, 
micht get a big surplus. ff that law isn't set out longer that's 
what will happen. 


Suppose surplus wheat is produced in this veriod, do you think thes 
Government should try to do something about it or not? 
Yes. Pay a bonus for summer till and it mitht have a tendency to 
hold wild wheat farning. If the Government says we're froingz to sup- 
port prices up to our consumption and then put men on a quota basis 
that will be supported, and says the man that raises more has to teke 
care of it hinself and not dump it on the Government. If there's 
20 percent of my wheat I raise over, [ can't dump it on fovernment 
hands, but [ have to nrovide a place to put it, and ['d be able to 
hold it because my quota crop would be supported. -iake or lose on 
the rest of it. Let us take thet on our own shoulders, 


If the Government does try to do something about a surplus or wheat, 
it could take measures to hold down preduction so that no more wheat 
would be produced than could be used. What do you think of this? 


Include a decreased preduction br setting a steady price on corn, 
sorrhums, other things. Far as coming out and telling a man on your 
farm you can only produce so many acres of wheat, I don't think 
they should do that. But just support a certain percent of each 
man's crop'and let the man look out for himsclf on anv mors, 


Another way would be to have no cutback on production and, if there is 
@ surplus, buy it up at a support price and digpose of it in whatever 
ways they could. What do you think of this? 


Always a drain on the Treasury. People are always ready to gouge 
the Government, Pull two sets of books and howl for more money and 
charge the Government too much to held it in storare. Governmnont 
shouldn't have to hold anv over what it will agree to support--a 
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quota for each place to fit home consumption. They can induce re» 
duction if they make every man hold his own surplus wheet, and it 
won't be any drain on the Government. Lot of these men that never 
come out here won't want to produce wheat they have te hold back on. 
their own land. But a farmer that's living on his own place can 

do thet and have some to make up his quota in @ short year. 


If the Gevernment buys surplus wheat, what do you think they should do 
with this wheat? 


Government would have to find foreign markets for it, er meybe have 
to hold it for a year when we were way short. They should hold 
enough for one year if not a bushel is produced. 


Wheat do you think ef the idea of the Government selling it below cost 
for feed to farmers in parts of the country where they are short of 
feed? 


No use of the Government losing money on it in the world. Hold it 
before that and get the production cut down. They can do it by sup- 
porto , ; 


What do you think of the idea of asking farmers in all areas of the 
country to cut their wheat acreage by a certain percent? 


Be 50 persent raises hell because the Government was telling them 
what to do. Smoothest way is to support home consumption on a quota 
basis. Best deal is to get along with them. Can't make that other 
thing work with people screaming about being told what to do. Ine 
duce them to cut rather then put the whole acreage out and a whole 
lot of it not supported. Be a guard against drought years, and a 
farmer would have wheat in the bin. Then a men can do as he damn 
pleases with his own farm and the chances are most won't put out 
more than the quota supported, and so wheat prodaction would be 

cut o 


Would you be willing to cut your wheat acreage by one=fourth in order 
to get the price which this 90 percent of parity lew guarantees? 


Yes, but I believe thg other way is better. 


If the Government paid farmers to put part of their wheat: acreage into . 
grass or feed crops, do you think this would decrease wheat production? 


Ne. 


Why not? 


Rank and file of farmers want to be busy in the warm part of the 
year. They won't dig every day of the year. Don't want nothing 
like that that would make them work the year round, and nothing to 
put om grass anyway. Too many suitcase farmers for that. Support 
the price up to home consumption for him and he can govern his own 
self. He's got no storage out on his land, and if he wants to be 
fool: enough to overproduce, he'll have to take care of his own. 


What do you think of this way? 


Won't work. No use to try to get back to grass that way. Man that 
owns land and is non-resident ain't got no business with grass. 
Couldn't induce hardly any to do that. 
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2, A TENANT PARMER IN KANSAS 


"The farmer, he’s an individualist. He likes 
to do his cwn running. But we'd just raise too 
much wheat....You pretty near have to have gov- 
ernment control." . 


THIS FARMER, a renter in Clark County, Kansas, had a hundred acres in 
wheat in 1944, from which his income wag $1,100. He gave his total 
cash farm income as $2,000. He has had some college education. 


How does the wheat situation for after the war look to you? In gen- 
eral, do you think it will be good or bad? 


It don't look too good. Won't be no alcohol made out of it. As 
far as the market poes, there won't be any. Argentine and Australia 
and all those countriss--they'll use the market. Oh, it might last 
good for a year, but won't be long, beacause Britain hes already re- 
conversioned to peacetime. 


Do you think the Government should do anything to support wheat prices 
after the war? 


That's just taking it out of one pocket to put it in another, as 
far as I see it. Just means more taxes and more borrowing! But 
if they're gonna do that, I just think thoy got to control the 
acres too. If they don't, the big men will get bigger and they'll 
cut land right out from under us little guys--more machinery, toc. 
It's these land grebbers thet the Government has to do something 
about. If they want to support the price that way it might be all 


wight. Might be all right that way. It'd give us a firm base to be on. 


As you know the Government has bean supporting wheat prices. What would 


' you think of the Government gradually reducing this support and even- 
tually letting supply and demand set the price of wheat? 


That supply-and-demand idea, it worked all.right in the horse davs, 


but now with this machinery it don't do so geod. Right around here 
there's too many vacant farms. What's really hurt is plowing up 
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all this good grass land. It's set us off our balance. Too many 
big farmers now. Western Kansas, they farm six to ten sections. 
Now a small farmer, if he’s gonna stand up to that, he's got to be 

\ diversified. (Well, now what do you think about this question of 
gradually reducing the support and letting supply and demand set 
the price?) I like the idea of getting rid of the supvorts, because 
I don't think they're any solution, but I don't think supply and 
demand is right because the small farmer is out on that system. 


Why do you think so? 


When a man farms ten sections he can make a good profit on a low 
price, and he buys more machinery, and pretty soon he owns the whole 
damn county. That's just what I think, but I've seen it happen. (Now 
why not have the supports?) Well, what happens? The big guy makes 
even more profit that way, and he still pushes us off. That's why 
I say the small farmer has to diversify. Just don't get up against 
these wheat fellas at all. 


Do you think that such a gradual reduction on suoport prices for wheat 
would be good or bad for the country as a whole? . 


It'd be bad. Run all the small farmers out, and where'd we go? To 
the cities. They got enough on relief, as I see it. 


Suppose that, after they took the price support away, wheat went down 
to 90 cents and the prices of things farmers buy and farm wages stayed 
about the same as they ere now. What do you think would happen to the 
amount of wheet produced in the United States? 
ty 
There'd be no cut in the West. Might be some in the Bast where they 
' just went to raising wheat. They can change there to something 
else, but we couldn't. We'd just have to keep going. Could take 
@ chance on feed crops, but there's been a lot: of demand in this 
war to make explosives, and so on. That'll all be gone in a few 
years. (Taking the United States as a whole, do you think there'd 
be a reduction in wheat production?) Takin' it as a whole--might 
be, but it wouldn't come from the West. 


Why do you think so? 


In the East they can grow other things. They'd do better in some- 
thing besides wheat if they could raise it. 


What would you do if the price of wheat wont to 90 cents and the prices 
of things you buy and ferm wages stayed about where they are now! 


I'd have to keep on raising what I do now because I'm on a rented 


place, but if I was on my own place, I'd cut. Raise mors stock. 
We can do that in here. Got some good grass. 


=lle 


Is there eruahine the Otis ast should do to help you reduce your | 
sost of production? 


Don't see there's anything the Government could do. Might reduce 
machinery so we could buy it. 


Welve been talking about whet mey happen after the war. Now we are in- 
terested in finding out how farmers think the wheat situation looks for 
the first two years imsedietely following the war. As far ag you know, 
is the Government going to do anything to try to support wheat prices 
in the first two years after the war? 


[t's my understanding Roosevelt was supposed to have some program. 
What ig it going te do? 
Like the old AAA. (Anything else?) That's ali I know about. 


“There is a law now thst wheat prices must be held to at least 90 pere- 
cent of parity for two years after the end of the war. This doesn't 
mean eny set price guarantee but the Government will try not to let 
wheat prices go dowm any more than other prices. Acreage restrictions 
are not mentioned in this law. What do you think ef this law? Do hk 
think it is going to be good or bad for farmers? 


They got to fork out the money to enforce hate (Do you think that 
gounds like @ good or a bad law?) Well, it's hard to say. I remem- 
ber back in the thirties been a lot of people go broke if it hadn't 
been for the Government. We'd a had to quite That's all there is 
to it. IT hate to see that come back again; it ram us into an awful 
debt. Be the same thing with this--it costs money to do these 
thingee I don't think it would hurt to try it without all these 
things--juat see how we make out. 


What do you think would have happened to wheat prices in the first two 
years after the war if they hadn't passed this lew? 


Things would “go on like noweemight go down in a little while. Wher 
Russia gets to producing it'll go down té 26 esnte There's another 
thing. If the Government supports the price, we ‘|1 have a surplus. 
That'll ruin ua. The Government wild have to take the loss on all 
that. 


Wheat effect do you think this law will have on the amount of wheat that 
will be produced in the United States for the two years after the war? — 


The big guys, they'll never quit. They'll just buy up the trecsors 


and farms everywhere. Don't think the price bothers them so much. 
They'll produce more maybew=they keep gettin’ more to produce with. 


ed cs 


How about here on your farme=do you think you will produces as much, 
more, or less wheat in the first two years after the war as you are now? 
As long as I rent, I'll produce what I raise now. That's how the 

landiord wants it-<«all the wheat he can get. ; 


Do you think that the law we have been talking about will affect your 
production plans for wheat? 


Well, it won't, no, as long as I rent. I get as mush wheat in as I 
cane (You say as long as you rent. Are you pleming to own a farm?) 
No-=not for quite some time. (Well, suppose you did own this farm, 
would the law affect your production plans?) I'd have to follow 
along with the best of ‘em. dust make as much money as I soulde 

And while the Government supports wheat, that's where to make ite 


We've been talking about the produstion side of the picture for wheet 
in the first two years after the war, the period in which the price 
support law is in effect. Now do you think the demand for wheat in this 
period--the first two years after the war--will be about the same, larger, 
or smaller, than it is now? 


Well, we got the problem of feeding Europe. They'll look to us for 

@ good share of it. But how are countries like Franoe and all going 
to pay for it? Who's going to take the loss? I don’t know whether 
we should or note I think we ought to seli it to Europee Like on 
this lend=-lease. That way wetll get a little something for ite--she'll 
use what we got because they're all tore up. Won't be long, though, 
before she'll be on her own, end Russia and all those countries. 

They can raise wheat a lot cheaper than here. (How long do you think 
34°11 take Russia and all those sountriss to raise wheat to sell?) 

I don't know, but the talk is we can't count on any foreign markets 
much over a year. (Then how do you think the demand will be in the 
second year?) It'll let up-=-start to drope (Below what it is now?) 
Oh, suree I don't think it'll ever be higher than now. 


What do you think the demand in this country will be like? 


Well, what cuts our market here is unemployment. Got to prevent 
thet more than anything. (In the first two years after the war-= 
what do you think the employment situation will be?) It'll be all 

- right for two, maybe four years because we got a lot te catch up on, 
but’after that we'll have & Ca he daalee unless we can figure some 

' way around ite. 


Looking at the whole picture for wheat, the production and demand 
sides-=do you think there will be a surplus produced in the period that 
this law is in effect-=-that is, the first two years efter the war? 


f : 
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Don't scem to mo like we'd have one the first year and not bad the 
secoud. I’m not concerned over those first two years muche 


Suppose surplus wheat is produced in this period, do you think the 
Government should try to do something about it or not? 


Well, what could they do? .(Should they try to éo anything at 9117) 
That?s been puzzling mo. I dod't know what to saye I don’t think 
wo help much. (Row do you mean?) When the Government cut produce 
tion the last time it didn't help muche You kmow the farmer, he's 
an individualist--he likes to do hie own runninge But we'd just 
raise too much wheate Should be cooperation of farmerse Need to 
have that, so if we did raise too blame much then the farmers could 
cut it themselvege But by God that won't work, ‘cause farmirs won't’ 
do anything. You pretty near have to have governmen’ control. 


If the Sovernment dees try to do something about a surplus of wheat, 
tt could take measures to hold down production so that no more wheat 
would be produced than sould be usade What do you think of this? 


li right if it's done fair. 
Why do you think so? 


Well, here's whate Cut the big men and only let a nian produce so 
many acrese Get it back to individuel farms againe Don't have one 
man farming so much land. JI know the argument is big farmers can 
produce ieee but as far as a lot of farmers making a living goes, 
that’s better, or they'll go to the cities and there you go with 
unemployment againme Cut up these big farms and keep more people 
farming. | . 

Another wey would be to have no cutback on production and, if there is 

a ad a buy 1% up at a support price and dispose of it in whatever 

ways they sould. Waat- do you think of this? 


I think it's cheaper if the Government would force acreage restric- 
tions, That would be the best way to clamp down on the big mene But 
there it iso The Government can't do anything to the farmer ds a 
wholes without hurting somebodye But I don't think thsir other plan 
is any good because it costs too much and it Sankt answer the “iisteny . 
lem=«they'll just raise moree 


If the Government buys surplus wheat, what do you think they should do 
with this wheat? ; 


If you want te slice wheat down, you have to out the big guys « Maybe 
they ought toe shore it and 861] it back to the dead so he can fiil 


olde 
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in on his lean years. (What do you mean-=sell it back?) Well, sell 
it back. (At what kind of price?) At the prevailing price of that 
year. They might not get what they paid for it that way, but be 
better than dumping it. Only other way is for them to compete with 
us=-and that's not right at all. eat 


What do you think of the idea of the Government selling it below cost 
for feed to farmers in parts of the country where they are short of 
feed? 


That's sort of the ever-normal granary idea. That's all right. 
That would help me, I know, if I was in a bad spot. They got to 
sell it below cost, though. 


Why do you think it's all right? 


Well, it helps people keep on their feet. Seems like that's the 
best thing to do, otherwise those guys have to go to the cities. 


if the Government does try to decrease production of wheat, how do you 
think it ought to fo about it? 


Well, just set an amount of wheat you can raise, and over that they 
got to pay to grow it or have their acres controlled. (How much do 
you think it would be fair to grow so you don't pay a fine or have 
acreage control?) May be 200 acres or 500. But above that--I say 
control ‘em. 


What do you think of the idea of asking farmers in all areas of the 
country to cut their wheat acreage by a certain percent? 


I say do that in the Wheat Belt only, and cut a man down there like 
I gaid. Put some of this submarginal land back to grass and take 
it out of production. 


Would you be willing to cut your wheat acreage by one-fourth in order 
to get the price which this 90 percent of parity law guarantees? 


I might, but my landlord wouldn't. 


If the Govermment paid farmers to put part of their wheat acreage into 
grass or feed crops, do you think this would decrease wheat production? 


I-.don't believe it would cut wheat any, because no one's equipped 

to handle row crops, and if they were, what do you do with the crop? 
Have to have a new market. Even then, these guys like wheat. This 
payin’ people idea--like the old AAA payments--they forced more 
tenants off the land to collect allotments than I ever saw. That 
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So A DIVERSIFIED FARMER IN OHIO 


"If the Government is gonna control all. that stuff, 
‘bye and bye they'll own it....I just think the Gov- 
ernment ought to get out of where it don't belong!" 


Se me om eee 0 em me em me ae Fem OS eS ES EO eG OW Ek ee ee cee Oe Ee he ey Oe Se Oe 


THIS FARMER owns and operates 160 acres in Seneca County, Ohio. He 
gave his totel cash farm income in 1944 ag $5,000, his main source of 
income being hogs. He had 36 acres in wheat, from which his total 
cash income was $850. He has had a grammar-school education. 
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In general, do you Pie ink the wheat situation after the war is all over 
will be good or bad? 


a i it’s anything like the other time, it'll be low, Course, prices 
didn't go so high this time, but the thing is you never can tell. 
The price of wheat depends on what other prices do. In the other 
wer when it was all over, certain things came away down and others 
stayed up there--like machinery. That's what bunged us all up. 
Naybe that won't heppen this time. That's what they claim, anyway. 
Everybody's made money in this war but me. Stands to reason some- 
body has to have some. They all want their irons fixed and so on. 
But J just can’t see why things'1l be so bad this time. 


' Bo you think the Government should do anything to support wheat prices 
after the war? 
@ 
I doy't know how te answer that. (What's the trouble?) Well, I 
say if the Government is gonna control all this stuff, well, bye and 
bye they’1l own it. That's like’ what they're doin’ in these other 
countries. Why, I read.if the OPA would get out of this meat business 
there'd be plenty for anyone that wanted it. I read that now, I 
don't know if it's true. But it sounds right. T tell you I wouldu't 
went to have to figure that out, "cause when you help one you hurt 
another end where are you? Only I just think the Government ought 
to get out of where it don't belong. Things is gettin' in a worse 
mess every day. The.Government ought to try leavin' it all alone 
and just see what happens. It can't be no worse, seems like to ma. 


In tho long run. do you think the Government ought to support farm 
prices or would you rather see them let farm prices slone? 


¢ 


That's just the samo thing. I don't care if it's wheat or what it 


Why iio you feel that way? 


a the Government runs all this stuff, they'll pretty soon own it. 
Tnaen who are you and I gonna work for? The Government. We'll have 
45: and we'll save to take what they give us for it. I think if the 
Government would let it rule itself a little bit, it'd be better. 
f wheat goes zo a dollar a bushel and I can't afford to raise 40 
serea of it, wall then, I just got to quit. The same'll hold true 
fa lot of other fellas, and pretty soon the price'll come back up. 


"What, would you do if the price of wheat went to 90 cents and the pricas 
of things farmera buy and farm wages stayed about where they are now? 


.'d quit raisin' ‘so much. 
Whe would you do with your land then? 


Leave it lay, unless I could put in somethin! else, like beans, But 
I don't never plant them anyway ‘cause IT ain't got the right ground 
‘ane ee Maybe cats or aerate a like that. 


is the Government doing anything now thet you know of to support the 
price of wheat? 


I think the Government price of wheat is $1.79, tut I don't know if 
they support it at that. 


How about efter the ware-have you heerd whether or not the Gove rnment 
is planning to support wheat prices then? 


I ain't heard of nothin'. °S 


There is a law now that wheat prices must be held to at least 90 per- 
cent of parity for two years after the end of the war. This doesn’t 
mean any set. price guarantee, but the Government will try not to let 
wheat prices go down any more then other prices. Acreage restrictions 
are not menticaed in this law. What do you think of this law? Do 
you think it will be good or bad for farmers? 


If the Government has a price on all this stuff, he'll own it. 

After all, we're the Government. That's just more of this regulatin' 
of the prices, and after that comes fellas out here to tell us how 
to run our business. I don’t like it and I’m not for it. 


as 


What do you think would -have happened to wheat prices in the first two 
years after the war if they hadn't passed this law? 


That I don’t know. (What would you imagine?) It depends on what 

' other countries will take from us. ‘If Germany and them other» coun- 
tries can take whest from us and we let ‘em have it, the price 
ought to stay about like it is. But you know if they can buy wheat 
from South America and Argentina for a dollar, they're not gonna. 

- buy from us at a doller anda half. But if we don't have a foreign 
market from them countries, it's gonna pile up here and the price 
will come down. (In your opinion, what is likely to happen? ) That, 
lady, I have no way of knowin! « You can't tell from day to day what 
they'll do .up there : 


How about here on your ferm--do you think you will produce as much, 
more, or less wheat in the first two-years after the war as you are 
now? — 


Just farm like I been farmin’. I been here 48 years and I ain't 
gonna. change my ways. But of course some of it depends on the 
prices. If the price goes down, I'll cut and maybe raise more hay 
er corn. (How about if it doesn't go down?) Then maybe I'd stretch 
it up some. I try to give myself enough leeway to do that, and I 
raise enough so I don't lose my shirt oh eny one crops 


Now thet you: know about this law do you think it will affect your pro-= 
duction plans for wheat? ’ 


It won't affect it. at all. ik . ai 
Why won't it affect your plans? 
‘Well, if wheat goes dow, then accordin' to that law so will every- 
thing else. The situation won't be much different than it is right 


NOW 


We've been talking about the production side of the picture for wheat 
in the first two years after the war, the period in wnich the price 


‘support law is in effect. Now, do you think the demand for wheat in 


this period--the first two years after the war--will be about the same, 
larger, or smaller, than it is now? 


The demand will be here all right, but whether Europe can bay it 
or not I don’t know. If they can, it ought to be greater, if not 
it'll be less. 


What do you think the demand in this country will be like? 


eye 


The people are all here and they want to eat. I imagine be just . 
like it is now. 


Looking at the whole picture for wheat, the production and demand 
sides--do you think there will be a surplus produced in the period 
that this law is in effect--that is, the first two years after the 
wer ? 


I don’t see why we got to have a surplus with all them people 
nesdin' food so bad. Unless Europe can't buy, and that I got no 
way of knowin’. ) 
supposes surplus wheat is produced in this period, do you think the 
Government should try to do something about it or not? 


I got fined once for raisin’ too much wheat and I didn't think it 
was fair then end I don't think it's fair now. They didn't tell 

me either if I'd keep it off the market it wes all right. I could 
have fed it to my hogs if. I'd known that. But they didn't tell me 
that. So I paid my $60 and then I could sell the rest. I think 
that's just some kidst trick playin' sround. (Do you think there's 
any way in which the Government should try to do something about a 
surplus or not?) There ain't no way but that. It always comes 
round to it. I just think those things are e whole lot better left 
to themselves. When we got a surplus we got a low price and then 


we cut down anyway. ‘ 


If the Government does try to do something about a surplus of wheat 
it could tske measures to hold down production so that no more wheat 
would be produced than could be used. What do you think of this? 


Be the same thing. They'd fine me if I overplanted. The Govern- 
ment ain't got no right te tell us like that what we can or can't 
raise. If they do tell me, they'll pretty soon own it. That's 
not what this country is for, as I understood it. 


Another way would be to have no cutback on production and, if there is. 
a surplus, buy it up at a support price and dispose of it in whatever 
ways they could. What do you think of this? 


He's done that before. They had about 20 bins dom here to the 
fair grounds and they held it all right, but no one knows whatever 
they done with it. (What do you think of this system?) Well, it's 
no good. What's the Government to do with it? It'll all spoil bye 
and bye, and it's a wasteful way to do. And where's he to get the 
money to buy it like that? I think myself that's worse than nothin! 
‘cause he's just askin’ for a surplus thet way, (Why?) Well, he 
saya plant all you want and we'll buy up what you can’t sell. If 
he wants a crop, that's how to get it. : ? 
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In the two years we have this price guarantees, #hich way of handling 
surplus wheat do you think better--production control or povernment 
purchases and distribution of surpluses? 


I'd as lief have ‘em eliminete the acres because then maybe I can 
get a hay crop in or something. Least it ain't gonna cost the 
money the other way would. But I want you to put it down that I 


don't favor either way. 


If the Government buys surplus whéat, what do you think they should do 
with this wheat? 


I don't know. A surplus piles up and up and nobody wants it or it 
wouldn't be there. (Question repeated.) That’s what I don't know. 
I can't imagine. I don't even know what they dene with it this 
other time, unless they made alcohcl. They was haulin’ it into 
the bins and then they took it out. I don't know. I couldn't 
enswer that at all. 


What do you think of the idea of the Government 'selling it below cost 
for Peed to farmers in parts of the country where they are short of 
feed? ' 


Then they're robbin' me to pay the other fella. And the people-e 
taat's us=-we pay for it. That's no good. 


If the Goverment does try to decrease production of wheat, how do you 
think it ought to go about it? 


I surely got no ideas on that at all. But cut out the fines, I'd 
.sayo When you're gonna cut the acres there's not much you can do 
except to cut "em. (How?) How? Well, just tall everybody he's 
got to cut. (How are you going to figure out how mich everybody 
cuts?) That's it. That's where it goes sour every time. Maybe 
it wouldn't be bad to have every county figurs what they had to 
eut and then try to see if the farmers wouldn't each volunteer to 
cut the amount they thought they could. Be a lot cheaper, too. 
Why, last time they had three fellas out here measurin' my fields, 
and I asked ‘em if the Government was payin' *em to walk. They said 
yes they was, and as long as they got paid, they'd keep right on a 
walkin’. That's how it went. 


What do you think of the idea of asking farmers in all areas of the 
country to cut their wheat acreage by & certain percent? 


I don't think anything of it. I don't like it. 


You know they did something like that before. What improvements could 
be made over the way it was handled then? ji 


or 


ou Well, juat whet I said before. Cut out them fines and see if the 
farmers wouldn't step up: themselves rae G aU Oy} 
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Would you be willing to cut your wheat acreage by one-fourth in order 
to get the price whi ch this 90 percent of parity law penises 
Well, one thing, we'd all have our throats out together. Some 4 3 
fellas that isn’t farmin' much, why one-fourth ain't much to them, 
but teke these big fellas, why it'd really mean a lot to them. Be = 
a hell of a loss the country over, but if you haven't got no use . 
for the stuff, why I don't know. I don't like the idea at all. 
(Question repeated.) I'd pretty near have to if EEA etse @ 
did, but I wouldn't like it none. 
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4, A LARGE-SCALE WHEAT FARMER IN TEXAS 


"I think they ought to support (wheat prices) 
as long as they're going to hold tariff up and 
subsidize shipping....it wouldn't be’ good to 
BO on having’ one group subsidized, and others 
mots 


lial eed ide ee tee ee 


THIS INTERVIEW was with a farmer in Ochiltree County, Texas, who op- 

erates 3,000 acres, of which he owns part and rents part. In 1944 he 
operated 1,600 acres; he gave the total cash income from the farm in 

that year &s $30,000, $22,000 being from wheat. This farmer has had 

& college education. 
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How does the wheat situation for after the war look to you? In general, 
do you think it wili be good or bad? 


it doesn't loolt too good. The world over can raise more wheat than 
we can consume~-unless we find new uses for it. 


Do you think the Government should do anything to suppa t wheat prices 
after the war? 


Yes, I do. 
Why? 


As long as industry is in a protected bracket~-they've been in ever 
since Alexander Hamilton started. the protective tariff--the farmer 
some way hes got to be protected. Our frontiers are gons, and when 
times are tough we can't move out farther west and get new land 
like they could when my daddy was a boy....I don't just know what 
type of requirement would be best. Some things about the farm pro- 
gram I didn’t like. (What things didn't you like about it?) One 
thing--and I'm guilty myself, because I'm farming more-=before the 
‘program went into effect this country had houses pretty well all 
over; we didn't have any of our Main Street farmers or our suitcase 
farmers. But when the Government came along with that program, 


avery landlord took ee farm back srid see nee it-in,; if he’ could get 
the payments. They kept pushing up the rent till they pushed the 
tenants off, and when the landlord took over the tenents wera set 
out on WPA. 


It was that allotment money thats did it. I think péople are. en= 
titled to some allotment money for cooperating, if they could fig- 
ure out a family-sized farm to make a decent living and when farm-~ 
ers get too. big make it so they don't pay them anything. I've 
been guilty of ferming too much for a good while, but I know it 
isn't right. It roots half the people of the country off. It puts 
the money in the hands of the Main Street farmers. They ought to 
have to live on that farm before they get anything, or else have 
to rent it out--neot live away and run 4 piece.... ; 


Do yeu think the Government should continue to support wheat prices 
indefinitely after the war, or should it gradually reduce support 
prices and eventually iet supply and demand set the price of wheat? 


That supply and demand I ‘think is a lot of hooey. You can talk 
about supply and demand all you want to. It would work if the 
machinery companies and those outfits would work by it teo. Then. 
it would be all right for agriculture to work by it. But they cur- 
tail production, and .tharefore supply sami demand won’t work in 
farming. I know they tried to poke it down our throats in col- 
lege, but I don't believe it. I don’t think the Government can 
support the price cf wheat, or cotton either, and just turn us 
loose to produce what we want to. A lot gripe about the CGovern- 
ment, but we needed someone to tell us what to doe 


Do you think that such a gradual reduction on support prices for wheat 
would be good or bad for the country as a whole? 


I think they ought to support it as long as they're going to hold 
tariff up and subsidize shipping lines. You never heer anything 
except ebout farmers getting a subsidy, but that’s not true at all. 
The railroeds are guaranteed at six percent. If they'l1 guarantee 
me six percent on my investment, I don't care if they support the 
price or not! It wouldn't be good to go on having one group sub- 
sidized and others not, and let supply and demand take over here 
and not there. 


Suppose that, after they tock the price support away, wheat went down 

to 90 cents and the prices of things farmers buy and farm wages stayed 
about the same as they are now. What do you think would pila to he, 
amount of wheat produced in the United States? 


it'd be just as rough as it could get." T tell you what IT think 
would happen if. the price goes down below psarity=-most farmers 
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would try = sow everything they had‘to get a big crop and eventu- 
ally it would catch up to them. Their machinery would play out 
and their credit would die out, and eventually we'd be back where 
we were before. And in this country where you have a blow hazard 
there'd be less blow control because we couldn't afford it, and 
there would be no chance of raising a crop after a while. 


What would you do if the price of wheat went to 90 gents arid the prices 
of things you buy and farm wages stayed about where they are now? 


I*d go more to grazing. But when wheat gets up to where it is now, 
you can’t afford to graze this land where it's plowed out. 


How could you reduce the cost of producing wheat on your farm so that 
you could raise it for 90 cents a bushel? 


I don't know how you would. The only think I know is for machinery 
costs to be reduced. Labor is high, and it won't be always. But 
I'd like to see labor continue with these wages, because they can 
consumé so much more. 


Is there anything the Government should do to help you reduce your 
cost of production? 


I think big business ought to have more regulation. I'm not against 
individual enterprise, but when the rich get richer and the poor 
get poorer, something's wrong....government couldn't get business 
to do a thing even for this war until they gave them cost plus 10 
percent. Big business is bigger than the Government....When they 
get to wnere they’re bigger than the Government, then they ought to 
be taken out of business where they can tell the Government what 
todo. I admire Mexico's spunk for taking over our oil industries 
there before they got that control. That group of people has been 
protected ever since the béginning of the Government, and money was 
on that side....and they've been getting more protection all the 
time. Business. has been riding us too hard. 


We've been talking about what may heppen efter the war. Now we are 
interested in finding out how farmers think the wheat situation looks 
for the first two years immediately following the war. As far as you 
know, is the Government going to do anything to try to support wheat 
prices in the fir st two years after the war? 


They're supposed to be held up two years, but there's a big Nght 
over that right now. 


Does that mean that wheat prices will stay where they are now? 
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No, it’s to be in the same relative proportion as it is now. Be 
90 percent of parity, and if other prices go dom, it will. 


What do you think of this law? Do you think it is going to be good 
er bad for farmers? 


foo big a problem for me, but I don't think such a government set-- 
up would cost too much for the benefits received. But I think if 
we're entitled to 90 percent, we're entitled to 100 percent.. I 
realize there's been lots of fight against it, and that's why it 
came out 90 instead of 100, but I know that even as it is it will 
be a gsuod thing for farmers and I think it will be a good thing for 
the nation over. 


Why do you think so? 


Through history, wo know thet when farmers and labor prosper, the 
rest of the nation prospered. I don't know which comes first, but 
the two go hand in hand. I think a reason a lot of fight has gone 
on about it is that organized industry--organized money capital-= 
don't want farmers to starve to death, but they don't want them to 
get too independent, either. They get too wise and they're not 

too easily led around. And farmers, because of the nature of their 
business, can't be as closely oréanized as our menufacturers or 
merchants in town. I don't blame them‘ for organizing and looking 
after their own interests, but I gee like it when they try to take 
away whet we hd is ours. s 


What do you think wouid have happened to wheat prices in the first two 
years after the war if they hadn't passed this lew? 


Sheuld the law fall through and we fail to loan monsy to people who 
need wheat and we have to fall back on domestic consumption--labor 
will be in the seme boat if they fail to loan money to countries to 
buy what they make--we'll go back to 'S2-'S3. We've got our Senate 
to contend with and it's pretty conservative. If they don't swap 
trade to fix those people over there by some means to buy what we 
produce, and let these prides go, we'll be in an awful fix. As‘far 
as wheat goes, I doen't think domestic consumption is four billion. 
Be two to three billion surplus a year on the average. 


(interviewer's note; This respondent could not consider the possi-= 
bility of foreign trade without a price support. He thinks if we 
don't have the latter, we won't have the former either, because a 
souservative Senate which would do away with the support law would 
aiso fail to make necessary provisions for a healthy foreign trade. 
yoy he thinks that without support law wheat prises would 
fall. 
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What effect do you think this lew will have on the amount ef wheat 
that will be produced in the United States for the two years after the 
war? 


It'll force most of them to plent it all to wheat if the Government 
doesn't come ine They'll just plant all of it if there isn't any 
curtailment-=in hope of getting a good crop. 


How about here on your farm--do you think you will produce as much, 
more, or less wheat in the first two years after the war as you arse 
now? 


I practic# fallow anyway regardless, and it'll bs about ths same. 
But on the rented land there won't be any landlord allow you to 
leave out any at all. I can't leave any out now, and I couldn't 
with that support on. 


Why are you planning that way? 


I just believe in thinking ahead for this lend. My daddy raised 
_12 children and they've all got college degrees and he did it on 
wheat. You have to follow good practices to do that. 


Do you think that the law we have been talking about will affect your 
preduction plans for wheat? 


I expect it will, after this war is over. You can't afford to 
raise cows on $50-60 land that’s already plowed up when you know 
you can get good prices for wheat. 


We've been talking about the production side of the picture for wheat 
in the first two years after the war, the period in which the price 
support law is in effect. Now do you think the demand for wheat in 
this period--the first two years.after the war--will be about the same, 
larger, or smaller, than it is now? 


It could be greater if there was some way to get it to countries 

that need it. Until Russie and those countries get on their feet 

for their own. I don't know what we'd do unless we pay it ourselves. 
We'd be better off as a nation if we'd pay it and help them out, be- 
cause it might keep kids like mine from fighting. (What do you 
really expect?) I'm dubious of what that Senate will do. They're 
naturally conservative and I'm just afraid they wn't let us go ahead. 
when this is over, and those countries won't be able to by from us. 


What do you think the demand in this country will be like? 


A lot of it depends on what manufacturers do. Even if they convert 
and go into rather full production, I'd think there'll be a drop, 
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because I don't believe our domestic consumption of manufactured 

articles will be great enough to employ everyone that's amployed 

now. There's some families where everyone is working today. ‘hen 

they cut the biying power, you're going to cut demand. I don't be-~- 
leve there will be as many working. 


wooking at the whole picture for wheat, the production and demand 
ides--do you think there will be a surplus produced in the period. that 
vhis law is in effect--that is, the first two years after the war? 


Soon 
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I'm of the opinion there will be if they don't curtail production. 
Be enough for the bottom to fall out if they quit the support price. 
es 


Suppose surplus wheat is produced in this period, do you think the Gov~ 
ernment should try to do something about it or not? 


Absolutely. 


If the Government doos try to do something about a- surplus of wheat, 
it could take measures to hold down production so that no more. wheat 
would be produced than could be used. What do you think of this? 


I think curtailing production is all right, and I'1l1l tell you why 
I think soe Those of us that ferm ought to feel it's our duty to 
keep this land in good shape. This talk of raising a certain amount 
for good domestic prices and raising all the rest you want to at the 
world prico-= Some are saying they want to have a twoeprice system. 
But we're not treating posterity right when we use up this land to 
. produce stuff that won't pay it's own way and have to give it away. 
tf they'd make curtailment so that it was worked out that where 
diversification is possible they won't raise wheat -~ A lot tried 
to force us to diversify in this country. Here it's impossible to- 
diversify. In some sane you can. 


Another thing, & lot have got so rich here lately they won't carry 
out OE (soil conservation) payments. 


I think Mad te going to have to ourtail production to hold prices up 
and there's going to have to be some incentive end soma penalty ta 
force it (curtailment). Not a bit of use in letting a few people 
try to better things and let the neighbors carry no load at all. 
They might plant all they could when everyone alse outse — 


Another way would be te have no cutback on production and, if there is 
a surplus, buy it up at &@ suppert price end dispose of it in whatever 
ways they could. What do you think of this? 


looks to me foolish for the sake of the land alone. (Any other rea- 
sons?) Well, ten't that enough? 


~S 
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If the Government mys surplus wheat, what do you think they should 
do with this wheat ’ 
ra iad 
@ 


Ought to do ‘somebody some good with it. They'd have to dispose of 
it; it deteriorates after a number of years. Better give it to 
some nation if they can’t sell it. suut I don't see any use of 
ting stuck with a lot of it. That can be prevented. 


at 
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_ What do you think of the idea of the Gove ronment selling it below cost 
for feed to farmers in parts of the country where they are short of 
feed? ' 


Taat would beat letting it rot. I could sell barley and buy wheat 
there ons time cheeper than I could feed barley. Doesn't make a lot 
of sense to get such a surplus. 


If the Government does try to decrease production of wheat, how do you 
think it ought to go about it? 


[*?11 tell you one thing that ought to happen--help farmers progress 
more. But there's never been anyone in our country to find out 
what's going on in practice, and I think local men ought to be con- 
sulted like this more before programs are put into effect. They 
start from the top down and not from the bottom up. Now you can 
take a lot of ideas from a bunch of fellows and you get a lot of 
different ones, but you add them up and they're pretty near the 
same and you could work something out of them. Of course I realize 
this whole thing is a new undertaking. (Respondent means democracy: ) 
No nation in the world has ever tried it before and we've done a 
better job than any other country. 


(For answer to question, see page 24, and below.) 


Would you be willing to cut your wheat acreage by one-fourth in order 
to get the price which this 90 percent of parity law guarantees? 


I'm curtailing mine voluntarily more then that on my ow land. It 
‘wouldn't hurt to curtail one-third or even one-half in this country. 
Should be doing the same on rented land. But it isn't right to out 
a fellow. where he is already following good practices. They ought 
not to let that get by. I think curtailment should be made from 
total possible wheat acreage. : 


If the Government: paid farmers to put part of their wheat acreage into 
grass or feed crops, do you think this would decrease wheat produotion? 


I'll speak from my own stendpoint. I'm not a feed grower, and as 
a rule feed in this country don't grow too good. The last two 
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yeers they've made killings on it, but I don't know feedstuff and 

' IT don't want to know. If the price of wheat. gets to where this 
(paid diversification) would be profitable, however, I wouldn't 
mind at all a program that would enable me to put a quarter sec- 
tion here and over there in grass. 


I really believe the fellow that lives on his own farm, and is 
really a farmer== I belleve it would curtail production thers, but 
the Main Street farmers and suitcase farmers have got to be forced 
to do it. Wheat's too easy. They're not going to change. 


Wheat do you think of this way? 
I don't know. It would cut down wheat some, and I'd like to see it, 
This country would have more people living on it if it hadn't been 


plowed out. Ought to have been some grassland on every bit of flat- 
land, and all the rolling should be grass. 
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So 4&4 CORN GROWER IN OHIO 


"They shouldn't tell us what to do, they ain't 
got the right. I think the Government ought to 
stay out of things... (but) If things get so 

bad they lock like we're gonna drop back to 40- 
cont wheat, then I think we got to do something.” 


SS Se ee oe ee 8 8 SD or ey eo eS ee er SE SS © SD ED EP Se eS ee 0 oe Se WD Oe ee oe a DOO OS OO ES OP om So eG BY oe 


THIS FARMER is part-owner and operator of: 235 acres, including about 
75 acres in wheat, in Seneca County, Ohio. He gave the total cash 
income from the farm for 1944 as $12,000, about $2,000 of it from 
wheat, most of it from corn. He has had a grammar-school education. 


In general, do you think the wheat situation after the war is all over 
will be good or bad? 


Well, as far as the situation locks we're gonna get good prices for 
wheat for a while, I think, till the other countries gets on their 
feet, then we'll get it like we did in the other war. (How long 
will it take for the other countries to get on their feet?) A 
couple of years. dust about two years be enough to get ‘em through. 


Do you think the Government should do anything to support whest prices 
after the war? 


Well, you want me to tell you what I really think? (Absolutely.) 
They shouldn't tell us what to do, and as far as that goes, ' they 
ain't got the right. I think the Government ought to stay out of 


things--quit tellin' us how much machinery end gas we need. We know 


all that better than they do, and they've just made one hsck of a 
mess of the whole thing. 


in the long run, do you think the Government ought to support farm 
prices or would you rather see them let farm prices alone? 


I*'il tell you what's happened in the last lé2 years. They carried 


out that AAA program to raise the price of wheat and all it did was. 
give a bunch of guys jobs and it took the war to raise the prices 


al 


I say let the farmers raise what they cen under the conditions and 
give 'en a decent price. (How do you mean, give ‘em a decent 
price?) Keap the price at a dollar to a doller fifty a bushel. 
(Who keeps the price at a dollar to a doller fifty?) Well, when 

it gets belqw that, then fermers cot to feed it or quit raisin' 

it, but the Government hadn t ought to tell ‘em. They'd ought to 
decids that for themselves. Thoy would, too. No one wants to see 
things get like they did before. That'd help to knock out some of 
these salaried guys we got to pay big salaries to. Lower the taxes 
all around. I tell you, when they started AAA, they went to killin' 
all the little pigs and now they're a-nollerin' for ‘em. 


What would you do if the price of wheat wmt to 90 cents and the prices 

of things farmers buy and farm wages stayed about where they are now? 
I'd quit farmin' so much. Just cut down a little. 

What would you do with your land then? 


Put it in grass. .Let the weeds grow. 


fe the Government doing anything now that you know of to support the 
price of wheat? 


The last couple of years they had this lend-leare and that's helped 
out. (Anything else?) Not that I kmow of. 


How about after the war--have you heard whether or net the Government 
is pleining to support wheat prices then? 


Not that I heard. 
There is a law now that wheat prices must be held to at least 90 per- 


cent of parity for two years after the end of the war. ‘This doesn't 
mean any set price guarantes, but the Government will try not to let 


wheat prices go down any more than other prices. Acreage restrictions 


are not mentioned in this law. What do you think of this law? Do you 
think it willbe good or bad for farmers? 


8 
It'll be a good thing if they cut out about 99 percent of these AAA 
ZUY So 


Why do you think so? 


If they guarantee wheat at 90 percent of parity, it won't be so 
bad. (Why not?) Give you something to look forward to, you'll be 
gure of what you'll get. But as soon as some of these fellas go 
plum crazy and plant twice. what they'd ought to, why that might 


not be so good. ‘1 guess some people be crazy enough to do, that too, 
but I still say let that take care of itself. I think most people 
have enough know now that they won't do that. 
What do you think would have happened to wheat prices in the first two 
years after the war if they hadn't passed this law? 


It would have come down when the demand dropped, but I think in 
that two years you're talkin’ about, it'd been all right no matter 
what the Government done. We got to feed these other countries till 
they get back on their feet. 
How about here on your farm--do you think you will produce as much, 
more, or less wheat in the first two yeers efter the war as you are 
now? ' ug 
About the same. 
Why are you planning that way? 


That fits into my fermin' program like I want it. I got a rotation 
here. ; 


Now that you know about this lew do you think it will affsct your pro- 
duction plans for wheat? 


No ma'ame 
Why won't it affect your plans? 

Because I believe in keeping it down to where it fits the kind of 

‘farmin' you're doin’. I need all thet I raise, and I just ain’t 

got the room to give over to any more wheat. 
We've been talking about the production side of the picture for wheat 
in the first two years after the war, the'period in which the price 
support law is in effect. Now, do you think the demand for wheat in 
this period--the first two years after the war--will be about the same, 
larger, or smaller, than it is now? 

Be about like it is now. 
What do you think the foreign demand will be like in that period? 


The same. 


What do you think the demand in this country will be like? 


ma 


It'll hold up es long as our people gets livable wages. (Just 

how long do you think that will be?) That all depends on the labor 
unions and capitel. I'll tell you another thing's gonna make a 
difference iin the demand here is they got to quit importing South 
American and Canadian wheat. That's gonna hurt us as much as any- 
thing. (Question repeated.) I'd say be about like it is now, if 
they out dowm on the foreign wheat. If they don’t, it's goodbye. 


‘Looking at the whole picture for wheat, the production and demand 
sides--do you think there will be a surplus produced in the period 
that this law is in effect--that is, the first two yeers after the 
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There won't be no surplus if people stays within their bounds like 
they have been, ‘cause wo'll need all we can raise. In the last 
war they plowed up the prairies and destroyed pasture and all that 
Buffalo grass. That takes a while to grow. They just went hog 
wild. That-caused a lot of the surplus in the last war. We ain't 
got thet to figure with this time. 


Suppose surplus.wheet is produced in this period, do you think the 
Gevernament should try to do something about it er not? 


I still foel the same. AAA didn't bring the price up, war and 
lend-lease is what did it. In my estimation they ought to have 
one man per township to see that people cooperates and understands 
the whole picture. That's all they got to do. Just have that one 
man get around and see everyone, but he don't say te nebody that 
he got to do this or that. That's left up to thé farmer himself. 
That's about as far as I think the Government ought to go on doin’ 
anything about a surplus. 

If the Government does try to do something about a surplus of wheat 

it could take measures to hold down production so that no more wheat 

would be produced than could be used. What do you think of this? 


I think it might be a pretty good idea, if things gets to pilin’ 
UP o mhies 


Why do you think so? 


Well, I sea I like to contradicted myself. But here's my point. 

If things gets so bad they look like we're gonna drop back to 
forty-cent wheat, then I think we got to do something like that. 

if we got too much, maybe we got to cut down somes That's where 
that man would cane in. He'd ought to go around and tell the " 
farmerg just what the situation is and they'd do it of themselves. 
‘(Supposing they dido’t do it themselves?) Maybe have to do it. 
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I don't know. I'm against it,. and I haven't thought about it like 
this. I don't know what to answer you on that. 


Another way would be to have no cutback on production and, if there is 
& surplus, buy it up et a support price and dispose of it in whatever 
ways they could. What do you think of this? 


That there would be better, ‘cause it's a lot more economical. (thy?) 
Not neer so many selaried men in the jobs. I like this way better-- 
if they could keep down production. (There's absolutely no acreage 
centrol in this secon] way.) Well, I sce. I don’t know then. 

Seems like farmers'd just reise all they could and then what's the 
Government gonna do with it? I think at that the cut in the acres'd 
be better with one men to the township. To tell you the truth, I'm 
not in fayor of any of it. 


Why.do you prefer that? 
I think it costs less to operate. 


If the Government buys surplus wheat, what do you think they should do 
with this wheat? 


Sell it for feed. 


What do you think of the idea of the Government selling it below cost 
_ for feed to farmers in partg of the country where they are short of 
- feed? ) 


I don't believe in that. It just raises our taxes by that much more. 


If the Government does try to decrease production of wheat, how do you 
think it ought to go about it? 


Put one man to the township. But someone that’s reliable and has 
mede @ success at farmin' and has good judgment. Then he can tell 
us how things are and we'd ought to cooperate willingly. (Suppose 
he tells you there's too much wheat and you all got to cut down, 
how's he going to do it?) Just tell everyone to cut down a certain 
-emount accordin' to what he raises. 


What do you think of the idea of asking farmers in all areas of the 
country to cut their wheat acreage by a certain percent? 


That's in proportion to the size of the wheat they raise. That's 
fair enoughe 


You know they did something like that before. What improvements could 
be made over the way it was handled then? 
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Cut out about 99 percent of the men on the jobs and have one man to 
handle it in sach township. Be the best way to-do. 


Would you be willing to cut your wheat acreage by one-fourth in order 
to get the price which this 90 percent of parity law guarantees? 


Yes I would. You bet. I already dorle that anyway. 


Se 
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6. A DIVERSIFIED FARMER (RE NTER) IN NEBRASKA 


"The old system of supply and Kenge wouldn't work.... 
I believe in prices control and acreage control. We've _ 
just got to have it to continue farming." 
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HERE a Gege County, Nebraska farmer, operating 300 rented acres, is 
interviewed. About a third cf his acreage isin wheat. He gave his 
total cash farm income for 1944 as $3,000, of which $500 came from 
wheat, his main source of income being scorn. This man's formal edu- 
cation consists of a few years of grammar school. 


en 


How does the wheat situation for after the war look to yout In general, 
do you think it will be geod or bad? 


That will depend on the market. They claim there's a surplus now. 
If there is, there'll have to be one after the war. We raise here 
for diversified farming--there's not much money in wheat, especially 
for tenants. (Question repeated. ) There'll be too much, unless 

the acreage is controlled. It will have to be controlled after the 
WAL. 


Do you think the Government should do ee to support wheat prices 
after the war? 


I'd like to see government control and support. 
Why? 
It'll have to be that way unless we want to go back to the old days 
when you made a little money one year and none the next. (What are 
the advantages of control?) It takes the gamble out of the wheat. 
Do you think the Government should continue to support wheat prices 
indefinitely after the war or should it gradually reduce support prices 


and eventually let supply and demand set the price of wheat? 


No, that's going backwards. We got to go forward. It's got to be 
controlled to support the price. 
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Do you think that such ea gradual reduction on suppert prices for wheat 
would be gcod. or bad for the country as a whole? 


It woulda't work, in my opinion. The old system of supply and de- 
mand wouldn't work. It was a handicap to farmers. The acreage 
varied tco much. If they got a little profit one year, they'd go 
to extremes the next. It's got to be controlled. It's better to 
have a little every year than a big profit one year and none for 
the next ten. You have oversupply one year, and then the next. the 
supply is short due to low acreage. I think we should go forward. : 
A lot don't like it, but I think we should be broad-minded. Or I 
‘don't knowe-mayhe I'm the one thet's narrow-minded! 


Suppose ats Uibentiher took the Seite aiecene away, wheat went down 
te 90 cents and the prices of things farmers buy and farm wages stayed 
about The same as they are now. What do you es would nid aa to the 
aMoU ant of wheat aes ies in the United States 


Well, the dace would drop, of course, and maybe there'd be a 
serious shortage for a year or SW, but the next year, everybody 
would grow wheat. Around here we don’t have much effect on the 
wheat market, because we don't grow snough. We grow it because 
it's a good crop to change the land, that's ell. 


Why do you think the acreage would drop? 


No profit; they won't all stop, but somes will say “There's no money 
in wheat, I think I've got a better chance with corte" Wheat is an 
expénsive crop to grow. 


What would you do if the price of ‘wheat went to 90 cents and the prices 
of things you buy and farm wages stayed about where they ere now? 


I'd have to go to other crops more, of course; I would feel that 
was the thing to do. But that works different ways. A deep-think- 
ing man will think that that's just the time to put out acreage 
because a lot of them are going to drop out. But then if too many 
think like he dows, it doesn't work. Sometimes it works out. 


How could you reduce the cost of producing wheat on your farm so that 
you could raise it for 90 cents a bushel? \ 


Just build up the land end preduce more bushels per acre.e We've - 
got a cheap system already, with the combine. 


Is there anything the Government should do to help you reduce your 
cost of production? 


This soil fo derast ica isa great thing. It's expensive for the 
Government, but in the long run it is a good thing. In my opinion, 
we must get back to more lend owed, eno less tmants. Tenants 
Nee build up the land. . 

ay ae yoke hy : j ; 

We've ‘been talking about what mey happen after the war. Now we are 
ny interested in finding out how farmers think the wheat a ituatven looks 
Beton. the first two years immedietely following the war. As far as you 
know, is the Government going to do anything to try to support wheat 
prices ‘in ane first two years after the war? 


afi: 


Je 
ae 
F, 7 
ae heven' t heard anything. 
VP 
: There isa lew now that wheat prices mist be held to at least 90 per- 
he ow — cent of parity for two years after the end of the war. This doem't 
mean any set price guarantee but the Government will try not to let 
Naa wheat prices go down eny more than other prices. Acreage restrictions 
hs are. not mentioned in this law. What do you think of this lew? Do you 
Wee think it is going to be good or bad for farmers? 
is ; That's all right. That's a good law. ‘te they don't change their 
- mind it will be all po ene. They have ways of getting around things, 
7 _ though. | 


ve “Why do you think it's a rood law? 


* Tt gives us security, pecn ina to work on. 
“What do you think would have Peppered to wheat prices in the first two 
Ee after the war if they hadn't passed this law? . 


& ‘Well, the ‘tir st two years may not be critical years. The price wold 

re stay up if they do like they say they are going to and feed those 

4] foreign countries. I don't see how they can--but if they do, prices 

— will) stay up. I don't know what security the United States will 

have--I'm afraid they'll be the goat this tims, like they were the 

a last. (How long do you expsct that foreign demand will keep the 
price up?) Oh, one a4 two years. Of course I think that as soon 

“as the war is over we're going to forget about those other countries. 

Wot have all our surplus on hand, if we continue raisin' wheat 

‘Like we are doin! now, 

A et aes 7 \ i A : 

“Wheat effect do you think this law will have on the eeant of wheat 

that will be pe ecueds in the United States for the two years after — 


the war? . 


1 don't ie aieve it will be a big thing. They will support other 
prices accordi be leg they can't support wheat without suppor ving i 


cotton, because that’s the South's crop; they*ll support all prices, 


then they'll have to control acreage. (Why would they have to do 
that?) They would make a terrible surplus! What would they do with 
ell the grain, if they didn't control acreage? 


How about here on your farm--do you think you will produce as much, 
IOore, <¢ wheat in the first two years after the war as you are 


I'll produce about the same, around a hundred acres a year. 
Why are you planning that way? 


For diversified farming. (How do you decide how much to plant?) 
Price has a good deal to do with it. If the price is good one sum- 
mer, the next fall people put out a bigger acreage. Another thing-< 
if something happens to the corn, hail or drought, then there'll 
be a larger acreage of wheat, if the price is pretty good. But - 
price controls wheat acreage, unless it’s controlled by the Govern= 
ment. If we get a decent price for all a2 grain, there must be 
aoreage control, because the surplus can’t all be used. I believe 
in price control and acreage control. We've just got to have it to 
continue farming, with all the machinery we have today. It used 
te be different with horses. 


Now that you know about this law do you think it will effect your pro- 
duction plans for wheat? 


No, it wouldn't; well, yes in a way, of course. If. I showld watch 
the market trends, and if I'm told there"s a big surplus I'd cut 
down; I'd say to myself, I'm not going to raise it for 50 cents a 
bushel at a cost of 75 conts. But I°d go ahead if I knew the price 
was going to stay up; I'd plant as much as I was allowed, or as much 
as the land would stand if there weren't any restrictions. 


Ye've been telking about the production side of the picture for wheat 
im the first two years after the war, the period in which the price 
support law is in effects Now de you think the demand for wheat in 
this period--the first two years after.the war--will be about the sane, 
larger, or smaller, than it is now? 


i would think there would be foreign demand on wheat, but the local 
demand won't be as great. (Why not?) Well, now, I shouldn't say 
‘thet. The present demand is foreign. ‘But there’s the Army; it 
wakes more to feed men when they are in the Army than when they are 
civilians; so it would fall off some. But‘it depends on work. I 
weg just reading an article the other dey, about how every man after 
the war shonid have a job. “If so, consumption will be'as great aa 


) 


ie Ax 


7 


Ba, 


